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- ABSTRACT 
To .ascertain the audience's perception of tha. 
‘homosexual stereotyped character in reference to the social contact 
variable, +woO qroups were shown a television situational: comedy that 

depicted two homosexual characters. The two groups, one composed of 
4S homosexual and the other of 95 heterosexual college \students, were 
then asked to evaluate the show and the characters’ interactions by” 
‘means of a questionnaire. The questionnaire was divided into three 
sections: background information, including media habits and 
attitudes; perceptions of *he “alevision show and its characters; and 
information concerning interpersonal relationships.:An analysis of 
*he responses revealed that the homosexual sample felt that the 
hemos® xual television characters were partially unrepresentative of 

. their culture and that +hey were stereotyped. Heterosexuals with 

* homosexual social contacts more readily agreed with the homosexuals ® 
evaluation of the stereotynic nature of the television characters 
than did heterosexuals with'no gay social contacts. Both groups of 
heterosexuals, however, indicated that tha charactérs were partially 
representative of the homesexual community. The findings also ‘ 
indicated that homosexuals are most opened by stereotypes in 
general on television, followed by heterosexuals with homosexual 
social contacts. Those least- offended by television stereotypes in 
general were the yhe eterose xuals with no, homosexual social contacts. 
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Review of the Literature ’ ; aes 


Since the late 1930s, researchers ‘have been examining the enlgmatic 


‘ 


cond! tions surrounding 


. 


stereotypes. Two theorles which Sre related 


‘ 


have been posited: "The Kernel of Truth Theory" and "dust a Shell of 


Ad 


Information Theory". 


é ~ | c 
These theorigs Indicate stereotyped characterlstics 


offer only a piece of .information concerning the subculture ‘In question. 


~ 


The sheer hes also consider stereofyped characterIstics a sign, a ‘eans 


of Identification, and 


not an end in Itself. Stereotyped attributes are 


6° ‘ 
symbolic representations of the culture in question. Stereotyped attri- 
. . . . e = 


. 


butes can be assumed to be the cofcensus of general 'ge0 characteristics 


, i 
that are due to faulty 


thought processes .4 These thought processes | 


become perceptual habit? and are based ‘on information aval lable to 


» 


? é. 
society, concerning the minority or lifestyle.In question.4 


The current problem with stereotyped characters portrayed im the 4 


. média ‘is the audience's perception of those characters as real or 


unreal .? Are viewers_percel ving these stereotyped tharacters as rep-. 


hesep rar tye of the respective subculture? Some ratlonallze the presence 


of stereotyped characters in the media as "simple", ethnic humor. 


William Raspberry, a Washington Post columnist, best refutes the a 


ehtnic humor rational i 


9 The mistake 
. essentially 


, a r= 


anh 


zation: 


is too often made that ethnic jokes ere 
innocent because they amount to nothing « 


more than commentaries on ethnic idiosyncrasies .... 
. . . When you show that you belleve the’ stereo- 
‘ type to the degree that you make it tough for a 


man to get a 


stereotype .6 


decent job or home or. education, don't 


expect him to laugh at your jokes based on the 


Other areas of concern related to the stereotype problem are out~- 


lined In the Surgeon bonerel’s Report on Television and Social Behavior. 


The report indicates ” the time a chhid Is ee grade, he or she 


‘3 
~ a 


: F . , é ° 
has character and particular show preferencé.! The report aJso indicates 


stereotypes appear primarily in situational comedies .and actlon dramas 


with a majority of young children preferring situational comedies .® Some 


. 


children aré able to filter out stereotyped mediated messages due to a 
‘reference group. For example, a child can distinguish that.all mothers 
are not like the mother who ‘dusts her furniture while wearing a chi f fon 


a 5 
gown by obsebving their own mother, engaged In housa@ cleaning activities. 


Likewise, a black @hi.ld can observe that black men are not of the caliber 


‘sof Jack Benny's "Rochester" by observing adult males around them. Concefn 


should be*exhibited’ for children who lack the specific po droups.” 
‘AS-a white. child viewssa biack cheracter on television, that child can a 
interpret the black character as beina representative of the black cul~ 
Gin if the-white child does not assotiate wiih black children. Some 
seehahek reveals children can perceive television characters in application 
; ° 


to the real’ world which exemplifies the ve ference group Issue, !9 This: » ; 


J ' discussich of ehenenNa le. recognizes there. are impressionable. children 


a nedlum--te lev! s!on--peppered iH stereotypes with no reference 4 
group for feedback. . we 
¥ 4 Presently, researchers are attempting to isolate the variable(s) 


’ 


that dictates the audience's percelved authenticity of siereotyped char- 
acteristics. John Brigham has found certain segments of soclety consis- 


: 7 
« tently evaluate the character of other segnents of society low. Brigham 
» oe er 4 4 e d j 
Z : 6 ay ? By ign 


administered an ethnic character evaluation test (the test’ evaluated the 
\ ‘ “ . 
character of various gion lutaks blacks; Itallans, Germans, and other 


saree ethnic groups) to a group of-white subjects. The results Indicated non- ' 
7 col lege Mbt iSS from Reha consistently evattated the character of 
blacks eae than any other! subgroup in the sample. Brigham also noted 

the Archie Bunker syadromad those who dieituate one minority ie will 5% 
tend to evaluate other Rar Eres low. Perhaps an exp lanat lon! $F 

erigha Se findings. may Ba sini ina study by*R. M, WEI Iams: Wilttams 


7 found that Increased social contact among varios subéultures within x 


society, loverssethnic prejudice. !? ' : : * 
Greenberg has made ee in assint lating fragmented facts In order 
to begin to develop a theory for explaining the stereotype enigma. Pri-. 
marily relylIng on the social cantact of raterence noe varlable, Greenberg 
* found that these white children further temoved em a particular ethnic 
group will use relevielan” Ss s depiction of iibess Enea In ddeertbing that 
ethnic “group. !? tevenbera “discovered thts has ‘examintig television's 
Caper Ten of stereotyped black characters. 
Current research has examined’ the effects of stereotyping women, 


" blacks, and other minorities. !*” Due to media hype and .the sexual revo- 


r 


lution, @ concern for the homosexual stereotype'has emeraed:: National ,° 
statistics estimate that nine percent of the nation's population -is. gay.!? 
Thé gay community expresses. the invalldity of the wrist-flapp¥ng: feminine. - 


gay male stereotype as depicted cn televislon-rspeci fica ly television 


‘ id 
situational comedies. In order to solidity Greenberg's and Williams! 
findings, this Paseareh will examine the stereotyped homosexua | character 

PR : i ' 


’ as depicted on television. 
f o) 


‘as secondary predictors. 


+ : : Py 


’ . . 


Deve loping a stereotype theory that can be ut Tzed In explaining” 
e 


why people ‘believe stereotypes is vital to finding a Theory that can.be ° re 
ail includ ve among the various stereotypes as depicted on television. ie 


% 
All previous" iterature Indicatés the reference: group variable to.be the” : 


. 


factor in-determining the viewer's percelved authenticsty of, the stereo- 


“typed character. Using the homosexual stereotype, this “research tested 


. 
4 


for the reference group or. social contact varlable and the qua Ay of that 


soclal contact. This researct also considered. other demographic ene 


. , ~ 


. 


Hypothesis: Thosé heterosexuals who have had social contact with homo-. 


sexuals will more likely identify a television stereotype 
“of a homosexual more so than heterosexuals who have had no 
geyesoclal contacts. : Pe 


' 
¢ 


. 


Methodology 


To ascertain the audience's idee ines ne qay stepper yped char- 
acter in reference to the sdcial contact erates two groups were shown 


a popular Tetewls lon’ ‘sIt uational comedy (see appendix): widen depicted 


two homosexual characters’. The two groups were asked, In a twenfy-three 7s 


6 ie ar $3 
item close-ended questionnaire designed around tHe situational comedy, to 


evaluate the show and the characters! -Interactions, mS 


, 5 


The two groups were made up of a homogexual’ axpert group (n= 45) 
aad a group of hetarosenalal webu students’ (n = $5), The homosexual 
expert group was utilized to determine if the researcher Ss percent ion of 
a homosexual stereotype was accurate. ThA homosexual subjects were con- 
tacted through ‘the Gay People! s Alifance, an Ul linois State University 


student organization, ‘and the University of IIltnots! gay student. organ- 


fzation, the Gay I!lini. The heterosexual! group was a random sample 


‘ 
. 


2 


groups were asked if the gay characters were representative of the gay 


° 6 ; 5 » ° 
, ~ oe . : “ ‘ , re 
made available sseation ‘Illinois State University": Ss general education ‘course, 


The Fondansiieis of Speech 110. Four classes were Surveyed. The situa- 


“tlonel comedy had ‘been previously taped on a videotape cassette. The tape 


. shown to both groups (unedited except for Commerciale? on a black and 


- 
Lae] 


white television monitor. After the show,*each group was asked to fl!l 
. L * 


4 


out the questionnaire .~ ee - ot / 
The questionnaire was divided Into three sections: . berckground Infor- ~ 


. 


mation--media habits and attitudes, attitudes, and perception of the situa- 


tional comedy and its characters, and Information concerning Inter-personal 


-~ 


relationships; along with a few basic demographic variables. 
. * . s P 
Both groups were asked if homosexual characters were present In the 


show. They were asked to Indicate the’ identity of those ea 
community as they percelve the gay community, Pnother question setup hatred 
whether or not the-subjects thought the gay characters were eheleiapey. 

The ie ieeatenaiat groups were asked to evaluate their attitude toward ‘the’ 

gay community: and the quality and quanti) of interactions HTD gays: The ‘ 
homosexual groups ae asked the — questions. but In nctieane. to. the 
stralght community. All groups were asked’ to indicate which stralght . 


* 


_ 
charactegs' Interactions with the gay characters best exemplified: and 


atypified society's general reactions toward the gay community. The 

a % Me 
entire evaluation process was pre-tested with a group of junior and 
senior Mass Ogpmunication students attending HIInols State University © 


ie] 


(n = 19), _After the pre-test, some wording modifications were made to, 


clear up ambiguity in the questionnaire. 


« 
. 


. 


' on or ; ; r. r 
> : 
Results 
“ . e 


x. 8 


The analysis was conducted through Two stages. , Initially frequen- 
7 .cles were examined to note any general trend In differences of opinion 4 
between the homosexua | and. heterosexusl groups. Certain jue Sodepreatiene 
were made for the second wave of analysts and key variables istog oneway ' 
‘ANOVA and t-test statistical tests. Data were e sichificant at P « 05. 
Medle Habits and. Attitudes 4 
ine two groups dit fered slightly in media habits. It Is evident 


élalizich isan Important source ‘of entaHiaianaat! for both homosexuals. and 
. . / a, . 


* 


heterosexuals, A majority of homosexua|'s (55.1%) and heterosexuals 
(57,4%) Indicated they viewed 3 to 4 hours of Lerasielins a day. .A sig- 
nificant number of respondents from both groups indicated a combInatlon 
of the print media (Heteros 41%; Gays.51%) as thelr maqor Information 


mh, 


source. The next closest source of information for homosexuals was 


friends (12%); ‘radio ranked second for the heterosexuals (128). “As major 


> 


. A . : . 
entertalnmert sources, the heterosexual group chose televlsion (41.48), : 


‘ 


udhd radio (25.38). The homosexuaJ group's major entertainment source © 


were books (32.7%). and television (24.4%). When asked theif opinion 


toward’ stereotypes in general Gepicted on teleyiston, the homosexua| 


. 


group responded they were "sdmewhat" of fended (79. 6%). Forty percent of 


‘ the heterosexuals responded with "somewhat" offended while the majority " 


of heterosexuals (52.6%) found stereotypes in general “not at ali" 
; as . 
of fending. Most heferos found stereotypes in general. "humorous"*(62,'<3. ° 


while only 20% of the gays thought stereotypes were "humorous", The . ‘ 
d ! ‘ s 
4% : 2 


a E ° 4 


. 


4 
oT 


plurality of ‘gays (32.7%) found stereotypes In general as seen on tele- 


\ 


Histon as "not needed". . , : , a) 


‘ - 


litastyatve percent of the neterosaxtel ld and all of the homosexua I's 
\ 
_ were able to corractiy Indicate the. two homosexual «characters that ‘appeared 


In the Barney Miller show. The "mannérisms" of thé two gay characters 
Lo 2 . vg ° f * Gi 
were indicated by both groups to be the key to Initially Identifying the 


two characters as homosexuals (mannerisms was speclfled as feminine walk 


4 ae . 


and other feminine pentares On a 6 point scale (ranging from Highly 
Representative to Highly Unrepresentative), the plural yh of both greups 
(31.6% heteros; 32.7% gays) thought the homosexual characters were par- 


tlaily. representative (3) of the gay community: To determine the sterso-_ 


typic nature of the two gay characters, a 5 point scale was usd 


« 


(1 = Stereotyped; 5°= Nat Stereotyped). Elghty-three percent of the gay 


sample and 48% of the heterosexual sample thought the characters were ° 
a 


stereotyped.. Of af! the straight characters, Wojo and the Inspector were ° 
the most offended by the gay’ characters and were indIcated by both groups 
to represent soclety's Rene ros to the dey commun +. Barney was IndI- . 
cated by both groups es the stralght character inet atypitles soclety's 
reactions to the gay conmunity tad append! x fer charact ‘er description). 

The final stage of fraaueney analyers indicated 64% of sib hlerte 
sexual sample. "never" associates mye the Gay community. This gay an, 
tact varlable was assimilated into an Independent vartable Saeeanting 


«+ those “heterosexuals ‘with gay sealas wonteete xt 26), Reger One NUE Sra 


no gay, soclal. contacts (n = 52), and the homosexuals. hess: heterosexuals 


_ that did not respond to the question asking how often they dealt with 
the gay commun! ty ware. ant Fae ‘from the «final analysis. af 


Analysis of Variance Amo mong fieteros with Contact, Heteros 
without Contact, and Gays ~' 


a 


A oneway ANOVA using tthe gay soclal contact wvarlable as the Indepen- 


dent variable and the 5 point stereotype Suate! ‘that aust oeted the stereo- 
typic nature of the televislon gays as the dependent variable was conducted 
to test the hypothesis, The hypothesis was upheld when it was found that 


heterosexudts who had soclal contact wlth the gay communl+y were more 


+ 


likely to, identify the television gay characters as stereotyped than those , 
heterosexuals with no gay social contacts (See Tables | and 11). Hetero- 


* sexuals with no soelal contact "s mean score was statistically autonomous 


a 


from the gay single, . , ’ 


Oneway hoatyelé of variance was also utilized with the heteros with. - 


and without ‘gay soclal contacts and gays as the Independent variable and 


ane 6‘ point representativeness scale va lating’ to the’ tabevision gay char- 


acters'/ representat|veness of the see sey sO as me dependent ¢ 
a 


varlable. The hateroeomuatet average mean score ~(3, 48; 3 = partially : 


o 


representative) was shown to.bé statistically -different from the homo- 


‘ 


sexuals' mean score (4.32; 4 = partially unreangseear ives when. Hn least | 


stanton’ differences vent was tae (See Tables | and 11). 


When a oneway senate of variance was made using netgros with and 


without gay social contact and gays as Wy ae varlable and the 
dependent variable re:ating to attitudes i? general toward television 

o f e : 

stereotypes, It was .found throvgh the least-sigilficant differences test 


| —— 


_ ; : ; . =¢ 


Cy 


i os Ge oe \ 8 
ate de deg, e en a ¢€ . 
. that a!l three groups” mean scores were statistically different. "A lower 
; " mean Indicates a negative attitude toward stereotypes depicted on television. 
The gay samples's:mean was 1,93, the heterosexuals with gay soclal con-- ‘ 
tacts, 2.34, and the heterosexuals ‘with no gay soclaJ contacts, 2.65 
G = Not at all offended by ‘stereotypes fr beara von tatbuts ice 2 = some- 


Si 


' @ 4 
what offended). : ; ) 


__An analysis of variance utilizing the’ t-test was made between hetoéro- : 
sexuals with and those without gay social contacts and the dependent variable’ 
measuring the quality of gay soctal contact when that Contact is made. “A | 
statistical difference was found to exist betweer the two groups ( t = -7.88; 
75 df; p ¢ .003). A lower mean indicates op@h communication between heteros | 
and gays. azar aeelieye with’ soctal contact scored 2.34 with the 
heteros’ with no soclal contact searing an averdae mean of 3.7. (1 = com- 
fortable; 2 = at times uncomfortable; 3 = mostly uncomfortable; 4 = avold- 


o . o- 


ance), e 


_ Discussion : 
: SS ee 
an Research Indicates siereotypes-affect people's perception} Greenberg, 
testing the social Serspen ia iab)® in reference to the audlence's per-. 


ception of the black stereotype, found that those viewers who lacked con- - 


tact with the black culture will! more readily belleve television's depic- F 


, tion of this culture. This study supports Greenberg's findings Bur, Ie 


retchence tog the homosexual stereotyped depicted on television. 


. *) 


The gay sample, In evaluating the television gay characters, felt the 
characters were partially unrepresentative of thelr culture. ‘The gays iv 


also felt tha characters were very stereqtyped. Those heterosexuals with 


2 


. . e é ' 


; _? ‘ aon ~ rae ; 10 4 
9 ae fe : [ hs * P| a * 
gay aectal contacts mre f readily agreed with ans gays" evaluation al the 
~ : 
)Specestrpte nature of the television gays as saipahed to heterosexuals with a 


no gay social contacts. Both. groups: of, rePorosonuals (with and without. , 
gay social contacts) indicated the Gnenne vers as pare lIY representatitve 
2 of the gay eee, It was also noted that fhose jheterosexual Kae 
gay social contacts will at more at ease around gays more so than those 
_ heterosexuals with no, gay social eontaciss” “Finally, this Srugy Indicates 
homosexuals are = of fended by stereotypes in general on ‘television, 


fol lowed by heterosexuals with gay secial contacts who felt ‘somewhat. 2 

of fended by stereotypes... The heterosexuals) With no gay, soci.al contacts 
- 3 

felt ‘the least offended by stereotypes in {genera as seen on televiston. 


Given the nature of instil ial Heine! in Mt cadnavel, especially. 
the male homosexual stersdtupes this study is added support for the "Kerne | 


of Truth Theory". With the sehoresesunte Thalceintg the television mi 
he : i . . F id ee | 

; characters as being partially a of the gay community and the. 

oo PS ae ; 7 

ia gay samp le indicating partially unrepresentative, both groups concede 


if . e 


that stereotyped nee do exist in the homosexual community. The gays 


‘indicate this to 2 lesser Meares than the heterosexuals, A -small number 


of gays do “a a stereotype role in their culture.) ‘ — : 
_ This teséarch ee indicate that experience” is the best teacher in 
: 4 


learning about Bieta that exist In Ainerican society. The pajernry 


of heterosexuals with aay social contacts ‘indicate ‘nere are gays who do 


‘ ez ~ 
‘Ghhave ina sieeaiiped manner but because of theik expertence with the 
“« ‘ 4 
; a “gay community , will label a ‘television gay as stereotyped. On the other > 


4 é 
hand, heteros with no gay social contacts indicated, that all gays are not - 


\ 


‘will enabie researchers to construct scales that will more accurately 


& 


~~ 


- VW 


e Ef Pad 
- 


like television gays but at the same’ time, they are not sure If those 
television gays are stereotyped. In other words, -heterosexuals without 
gay soclal contacts cannot recognize a stereotype that ts supposed to be 
recognized as a stereotype. Network comedy serles use stereotypes because 
they are ney and the audience can quickly associate the sere ayDy with 
Its respective culture. This phi losophy of entertalnment must be aleede 
when the stéreotype Is not being recognized.as a dhorsotype and Is merely 
reinfarcing pre-concelved Ideas of the ieuino-audienee. It Is easy for 
heterosexuals with gay soclal contacts to modify their pre-conceived Images 
of the gay male when they are exposed to the gay community. Those hetero~_ 
sexuals with ‘Ao gay soclal contacts cannot recognize the stereotype as a 
Herne and consequently thelr perception of ‘the real ‘world Is distorted, 3 


Ultimately, the consequences are Ineffective saenieation among people. 


This research has Indicated the reference group o the social contact 


variable to be the best predictor In eRe why poopie belleve stereo- ae 


type portrayals. Future research Snould ‘ice tore cons! deration that not 
necessarl ly one question:can tap a person 's ee a a nareiailer - 
akeperiha, We should sheave Fodidhrstand seceqthey predictors that 
effect viewer's perception of stereotyped gharaetard: Understanding the 


secondary predictors as-:weli as the effect of the social contact variable 


+ 
measure and predict a viewer's. perception of stereotyped characters. 


\ 


ra IPs 


1 Table | / : . : ; ne 


Mean Scores of Attitudes Toward Stereotypes, Representatlveness of Characters, 
“and Stpreotvpe Scale for Heterosexuals and Homosexuals 


£ +. 3 5 of 
i ee "Attitudes toward The stereotype nature 
‘ . ~t.. 


The representat!veness 
of the television gays 
to the gay wor|d*** 


5, stereotypes In general 


' of the television | 
Groups . “on televislon*® . s 


homosexua!s** > 


Heteros with e Ss , “ts 


contact (n = 26). 2.3462, * 1.68 3.5769 
nd Co ‘ ; a 
Heteros with no | — 
contact (n = 54) 2.6538 : 1.9298 3, 3889 
ab : ab a 
Gays, (n = 45) 1.9388 bee «443265 
Average ‘among groups 2.315 1.6308 | 3.782 
# P ee  - ’ 
.*Scores ranged from | = very much offended to 3 = not at all ; ? 
**Scores ranged from | = very stereotyped to 5 = not stereotyped : 
***Scoresfranged from | =.hIghly representative to 6 = highly unrepresentative ~ , ; aie 
- Means. signiflcently different from gays at . : ne 


bMeans of heteros with no contact significantly different from heteros with contact 


Table 2 a os 
| Analysis of Vartance Between AttI tudes teviaed Stereotypes pes, Re resentatl veness, of Characters, 
_ Stereotype Scale Scale for Heterosexuals with and a Whos Without Gay Soclal Contact sue eee s 


e 
4 


Factor Source - df Sum of Squares ~ Mean Squares F Ratio Prob 
Cpinion of stereotypes ~° Between i 12,9313. - 6.4657 ; 
In general on television = . Within 124 42.4700 , 0.3425 18.878 30 
‘ Total 126 55.4013 . 
“Representativeness of the ag Between 2 23.9673 11.9837 SY, 
- televislon to gay society | within (26 = 249.9542 1.9338 6.041 003 
, , Total 128 273.9214 
The stenaoiyne’ nature of Between 2 12.1196 ~ 6.0588 
the television gays Within « 127 110.1588 "0.8674 » Ge885.2* OOF 
se Total 129 $ 122.2764 ; e ' 
; “% 
2 - , 
\ 
; ¢ 
an 7 
1: 
se ‘ | 
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Append|x,- 
No os : 4 ‘ ‘3 
Barney Miller Is”an ABC production. The weekly comedy series revolves 
around an Inne. city detective squad and their Interact ons with each other 
"and characters ey encounter. “The ep! sode used in tHis study was entitled 
"Quarantine". A pcicaney Is brought Into the precinct for questioning. The 
prisoner, DePree! , Is struck in and a physiclén “quarantines the precinct 
fearing the prisoner may — smal! pax. During the doctor's dlagnosis, two 


i characters depicting male homosexuals (as it is revealed later In the show) 


enter. One of the homosexual CET aCe ey Marty, has appeared on the show 


: intecntttently as the same gay ‘eharacter, Marty Is at the precinct to see 
“Barney about his narote: With the entire precinct under quarantine, Marty ‘ 
‘and his. friend, Mr. Driscoe, must a ul the night with the detect ve squad. 
« The remainder of the episode deals with the regular characters tare 
| or not interacting with Marty and Mr, Driscoe. . The ‘following Is a brief ° 


content analysis of the regular characters’ reactions to the gay characters: 
|, Barney Miller--Captain of the ‘detectives : 
A. Is friendly, helpful and not discriminating toward the p 
homosexuals , 
‘ B. Attemots to explain to the ‘Inspector that some doctors belteve:’ 
; people are homosexuals because of the stréng mother/weak father 
image in the homosexual's family during early childhood 


2. Wojo--Young white detective 


"A. Initially avoids the homosexuals 
B. Tries to keep the homosexuals from sleaping together because 
it will "bother" him 


3. Harris--Young black detective 
A. Indifferent toward the gay characters 
B. No conyersation, with the gays 
f \ \ 
4. Fish--White detective about retirement age ; . 
A. No visible reaction toward\ the gays and no conversation 
; | f 


\ 


’ Ds Yemana--Orlental middle aged detect ve 
A. Inquirles about Mr. Driscoe's ability to make good coffee 
B. Indifferent toward the gays' sexual preferences 


te 
6. The Inspector--Late flfties andewhite 
A. Objects to the homosexual relationship and discusses his 


j _ objections with Marty and Mr, Driscoe, 
B. ‘ Attempts to relate to the gay characters ‘and Barney that men 


can have mean|ngful Platonic relationships 


